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have received from such scholars as Elliott E. Cheatham,
Max Rheinstein, and Hessel E. Yntema, and recently in
Ernest Lorenzen's great review of the last period of American
conflicts law, it seems to be the writer's duty not entirely to
conceal his impressions regarding the desirable path that the
evolution may take. Theoretical conclusions of more general
scope as well as specified proposals for elaborating the rules
may be expected, when comparative research in this singular
and disturbed field has become broader and bolder, I hope
the survey itself will almost automatically arouse the wish for
certain reforms.
Because of the war time, European rules and cases are
stated, in principle, as they were in 1939 at the beginning of
the war. This is a rather convenient date for a view back, while
a new epoch is starting. More recent materials coming through
have, of course, been registered.
The Legal Research Library of the University of Michi-
gan in Ann Arbor has afforded me a hospitable haven and
ample facilities for work. Its farsighted policy has enabled me,
for the first time in a work of this kind, to include a substan-
tial amount of Latin-American doctrine. My satisfaction in
this regard is somewhat impaired by the fear that my efforts
of analysis have not been entirely successful in regard to cer-
tain Latin-American formulations. As these countries possess
outstanding scholars in this field who are the natural inter-
mediaries between common law and civil law, it is to be hoped
that they will participate in carrying on the work here begun
'and supply the details not yet mentioned in the literature but
with which the courts must deal.
To the American Law Institute, the Dean and Faculty of
the Law School, University of Michigan, and the Research
Department of the W. W. Cook Foundation directed by
Professor Lewis M. Simes, I owe deepest gratitude,
Dean Emeritus William Draper Lewis, the eminent and be-